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Abstract 2 0 1 8 3 9

The purposes of this research were 1) to collect the students’ opinions about the
teaching evaluation of teachers 2) to attain the overall information of teaching
effectiveness of faculty and programs, and 3) to know the weak points and strong
points in teaching of the teachers. The sample was composed of 2,972 full-time
students and part-time students. The questionaire was used to collect data and
SPSS/FW program was used to analyse how to find out the percentage, the mean and
the standard deviation. |

The research results were as follows:

1. Mean of the overall teaching evaluation of teachers at Humanities and

Social Sciences Faculty was at a high level (? =4.17)
2. Mean of the Programs of Thai Music, Arts, Western Music, Thai, English,
Dramatic Art, French, Social Studies, Cultural Studies, Library Science and

Information Science, and Public Administrations, and Japanese was at

a high level (X = 4.17,X = 4.12,X = 4.04, X = 3.92, X = 3.81, X =3.76,

(X=1376,X=373,X=37,X= 3.64,5(—= 3.56,}= 3.72, respectively).

Moreover, the Community Development Program was at a medium level
(X =3.43).
3. The results of the evaluation showed that the mean of the teaching with

attentions was at the highest level (Y = 4.11), and the mean of the usage of

various and interesting teaching materials and aids was at the lowest level

(X =3.35).





